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eamed patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 
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2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)|3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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5) \Z\ Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
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10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)^ accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held In abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 !)□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-5, 11-13, and 15-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Kim et al. (7,428,018). 

Regarding claim 1, Kim discloses a controller (420), and a video processing unit 
(col. 5, lines 4-16). 

Regarding claim 2, the scaler 410 meets the position and size adjustment as 
claimed (note col. 4, lines 62-65). 
Regarding claim 3, note col. 5, lines 61-63. 
Regarding claim 4, note col. 5, lines 34-36. 

Regarding claim 5, in addition of above, Kim inherently includes two video 
processors or means for processing the first area and the second area (note col. 
5, lines 16-22). 

Regarding claims 11-13, and 15, in addition of corresponding rejections as set 
forth above, Kim further shows a setting step (col. 5, lines 4-16) and an 
outputting step (col. 5, lines 17-22). 
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Regarding claim 16, see col. 5, lines 45-49. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 6-10, 14, 17-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kim et al. (7,428,018). 

Regarding claims 6-10, and 17-19, in addition of above rejections, Kim does not 
disclose that a plurality of full images, each with different picture quality, and a plurality 
of image parts, each also with different picture quality are selectively displayed on each 
of the display windows. In any event, in Figure 3, Kim teaches that two full size images 
are displayed on the same screen to facilitate different picture quality comparisons. 
Hence, in order to further enhance the picture quality comparing function, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time that the Invention was made to 
include the full image display feature of Figure 3 into Kim to perform the well known 
functions as claimed. 

Regarding claim 14, Kim does not specify the ratio setting step as claimed. 
Although Kim only shows two split screens, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to recognize that two screens could be in any different sizes or 
ratios as claimed. It would have been a matter obvious design choice. 
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Regarding claims 20 and 21 , see col. 5, lines 45-49. 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Bergquist (4,754,332) shows a plurality of images parts with different adjustments. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to M. Lee whose telephone number 571-272-7349. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday from 9 to 6. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sinh Tran, can be reached on 571-272-7564. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/M. Lee/ 

Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2622 
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